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Transmitted herewith arc the following: 

1. Response to Restriction Requircment (3 pgs.); 

2. Certificate of Mailing dated Ai^;ust 19, 2005; and 

3. Retum Postcard 

No fees are believed to be due; however, the Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any 
additional fees which may be required to Deposit Account No. 14-0629. 

Respectfully submitted, 
NEEDLE & ROSENBERG, P.C 



NEEDLE & ROSENBERG, P.C 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING UNDER 37 CRR, § 1.8 

t hereby certify that this correspondence is being deposited with the United States Postal Service as first-class mail in an envelope addressed 
to: MAIL STOP AMENDMENT, Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450, on the date indicated below. 
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Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, VA. 22313-1450 
Sir: 
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In the Action dated July 28, 2005, the Examiner has restricted the application and has 
required an election of one of three different groups set forth on page 2 of the Action. The 
appUcation has been restricted into the following three groups (noting that, in accord with the 
Examiner's note of Page 2 of the Action, Claims 29-59, as originally filed, have been 
renumbered as Claims 28-58): 

Group L Claims 1-28 and 54 drawn to a hammermill with a grate assembly, 
classified in class 241, subclass 186.2; 

Group n. Claims 29-42 and 56-58 drawn to a hammermill with an annular 
peripheral ring, classified in class 241, subclass 188.1; and 

Group in. Claims 43-53 and 55 drawn to a hammermill with a particular type of 
hammer, classified in class 241, subclass 194. 
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Applicant provisionally elects Group U with traverse and, accordingly, in the event no 
generic claim is held to be allowable, provisionally elect Claims 29-42 and 56-58 drawn to a 
hammermill with an annular peripheral ring, classified in class 241, subclass 188.1. 

For a restriction requirement to be proper, the Examiner must satisfy the following two 
criteria: (1) the existence of independent and distinct inventions (35 U.S.C. § 121); and (2) that 
the search and examination of the entire application cannot be made without serious burden on 
the Examiner. See M.P.E.P § 803. Applicant requests that the restriction requirement be 
reconsidered because the Examiner has not met the burden of demonstrating that a serious 
burden would be required to examine all the claims. M.P.E.P. § 803 provides: 

If the search and examination of an entire application can be made without 
serious burden, the Examiner must examine it on the merits, even though it 
includes claims to distinct or independent inventions. {Emphasis added.) 

Applicant respectfully submits that the Examiner has not shown that the second 
requirement has been met. Specifically, there has been no showing that it would be a serious 
burden to search and examine the three groups together. The groups are related in that they 
involve a hanmaermill for reducing material and a method of using same. Because little or no 
additional burden would be required to search and examine the groups together, applicant 
respectfully submits that the Examiner should search and examine the groups together. Indeed it 
would be most efficient to keep them together. Consequently, reconsideration and modification 
or withdrawal of the restriction requirement is requested. 

Applicant awaits an action on the merits. 
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No fees are believed to be due; however, the Commissioner is hereby authorized to 
charge any additional fees which may be required to Deposit Account No. 14-0629. 

Respect&Uy submitted, 
NEEDLE & ROSENBERG, P.C. 



Kejm X DeCarltr-^ 
RegistraliojlNo. 39,956 

NEEDLE & ROSENBERG, P.C. 
Customer Number 23859 
(678)420-9300 
(678)420-9301 Facsimile 
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I hereby certify that this correspondence and the documents mentioned therein are being deposited with the United States 
Postal Service in an envelope addressed to: MAIL STOP AMENDMENT, Conimissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 1450, 
Alexandria, VA. 2231^-1450,yon August 19, 2005. 
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